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generally, or to property held by it within the state; and a corporation is a debtor 
of its stockholders only in a metaphysical sense, not in a sense that it may be gar- 
nished as such. It holds their stock only where it has its domicile, and subject to the 
laws of that state. This the court holds true, although the Ohio statutes authorize 
attachment of stocks and interests therein, and permit the garnishment of a foreign 
corporation for the debt of a non-resident defendant. For a similar case, denying 
garnishment of stocks held as a pledge in a third state, see Winalow v. Fletcher, 
53 Conn. 890. 

Injunction — Equity — Boycott— Bbck kt al. vs. Railway Teamsters' 
Protective Union et al., 77 N. W. Rep. 13 (Mich.). — The complainants, 
doing a general milling business, discharged several teamsters in their employ, 
because of a demand for increased wages, coupled with a demand to sign a 
" scale" of wages issued by defendants. Because of complainants' refusal to sign 
this "scale" the defendants took active measures to, and did materially hinder 
them in their business, driving away customers and issuing notices for people to 
boycott the firm. The Court of Equity granted an injunction against the defend- 
ants restraining them from further interfering with complainants, following Allen 
v. Flood (1898), Law T. Rep. 156. 

Persons — Married Women — Liability for Acts of Husband as Agent — 
Shane v. Lxons, 51 N. E. 97(5 (Mass.). — The Massachusetts statutes having given 
married women the right to hold, manage and dispose of her property in the same 
manner as if she were sole, she is " civilly responsible for personal injuries 
inflicted, not in her presence, upon a third person, by her husband, while acting 
within the scope of his authority as her agent," it further appearing that she 
appointed him her agent of her own free will and without coercion from him. 

Police Regulation— Sunday Law— Class Legislation— Barber Shops 
— State v. Petit, 77 N. W. Rep. 225 (Minn.).— A statute prohibited all labor on 
Sunday excepting works of necessity and charity. It expressly provides that the 
keeping open of a barber shop on Sunday for the purpose of cutting hair and shav- 
ing beards not to be a work of necessity or charity. As to other kinds of labor or 
business, it was left to be determined as a question of fact. This statute was held 
not to be obnoxious to the objection of being class legislation. Buck, J., dis- 
senting. 

Privileged Communications — Attorney and Client— Testimony as to 
Contents of Executed Instrument — Fayehweather et al. v. Rich et al., 
90 Fed. Rep. 13. — Held, that the reason of the rule protecting communications 
between attorney and client does not extend to the contents of any document put 
into writing by the attorney for his client; and an attorney who prepared a codicil 
to the will of a client, since deceased, should state whether the codicil, since de- 
stroyed, was executed, and what were its contents, though he cannot (Code Civ. 
Proc. §§ 835, 836) be required to testify as to the transactions or communications 
leading up to its execution. 

Telegraphs and Telephones— Preferential Liens for Labor and 
Materials— Kkelyn v. Carolina Mut. Telephone and Telegraph Co., 
etc., 90 Fed. Rep. 29. — The doctrine of the federal courts in Foadiek v. Behatt, 99 
U. S. 235, and Bound v. Ry. Co., 50 Fed. 314, allowing claims of those furnishing 
labor and supplies necessary to keep a railroad a going concern priority over its 
mortgage indebtedness, held, applicable to telephone and telegraph companies, 
which have power of eminent domain, and which are recognized important public 
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agencies of modern commerce. In the course of this decision Wood v. Deposit Co., 
128 U. S. 421, 1b cited to the effect that the rule has no application to corporations 
purely private. For a state court decision contra, see Yale Law Journal, Vol. 
VII, p. 315. 

Venue — Cause of Action— Where Arises— Jurisdiction— Condon et 
al. v. Lklpsigbr, 55 Pac. Rep. 82 (Utah). — A deed to land in one county was 
deposited in escrow in another county, to be delivered upon the performance of 
certain conditions and the payment of certain money. Held, that an action for the 
delivery of the deed arose in the county where the deed was deposited and not 
where the land was situated. 

War Revenue Tax — Express Companies Liability for Tax — Man- 
damus—Attorney General ex rel. Moore et al. t. American Express Co., 
77 N. W. Rep. 807 (Mich.).— Under Act of Congress, June 13, 1898, sched. A, 
requiring every express company to issue to every shipper a bill of lading for each 
shipment, to which bill of lading and duplicate thereof shall be attached and can- 
celled a stamp of the value of one cent, and making the carrier liable for a failure 
to issue receipts, held, that it is the duty of company to affix the stamp without 
requiring the shipper to pay therefor. For the express company to increase their 
charges on all packages one cent, without regard to size, weight or distance to be 
carried, is not a valid increase of rates, but an attempt to make the shippers pay 
the stamp tax. Further held that mandamus lies on application of attorney- 
general to compel an express company to discharge its duties in regard to receiving 
and forwarding property. 

Wills— Construction— Rule in Shelley's Case— Hooker et al. v. 
Montague, 31 8. E. Rep. 705 (N. C.).— A testatrix provided in her will as fol- 
lows: "That all my property, real, personal and mixed, be converted into money 
and divided equally among my children, share and share alike, with this restric- 
tion, that the shares falling to my daughters be placed in the hands of my son, 
B. M., as trustee for each of them, and that he shall hold the same for and during 
their lives, and pay each of them the yearly interest or profits, and pay said inter- 
est to the individual heirs at law after the death of each." The son was also 
appointed executor. Held, that such devise did not vest in each daughter the 
absolute title to her portion, and therefore the daughter had no power of testament- 
ary disposition of the same. Faircloth, C. J., and Furches, J., dissented on the 
ground that such a devise created an absolute estate according to the rule in Shel- 
ley's Case. 

Will— Construction— Staples et al. t. Lewis, 41 Atl., Rep. 815 (Ct). 
Held, that by term "legal representatives" the testator of a will meant lineal 
descendants, since each case must be decided in the light of relevant circumstances. 



